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VJhilo David J . u arrov; is correct in criticizing Andrew loung's statement tliat 
“there was a degree of involvement by some segment of the U.S. government" in the 
assassination of Al artin Lutlier kins* J r. for its "lack of any factual foundation," 

Garrow could not be any more incorrect than in saying that tlio k ing assassination 
was "heavily investigated." 

Garrow is also incorrect in saying at the same point that the historical 
record concerning ^Lng* s death (sic)" is "widely available#*' 

I speed: of personal knowledge, as Jame^Earl &ay f s investigator fof 

liir 3 successful habeas corput petition and the unsuccessful two weeks of evi entiary 

) JU 'buy 

hor&ing in his effort to got the triall^Ecr never had and as thd one-and the only one- 
who filed syi* under FOIA to moke the FBI’ s records available. H 

omJ wiJr^firn 7*- /in.* 

Ther4 is from the ofl'iciaJrrc cords no question about it; the FBIhever investi- 
gated the £ing assassination, all those records quite openly reflect the FBI's 
assumption of day's guil.t and its abidance of any other real investigation* 

The fact is that the FBI's^ovm "evidence" is in some ways exculpatory of Hay. 

On Ids port, for all his waiting about it, when Harrow was here and saw the 

vast amount of official information 1 obtained about our^/bagic assassinations fxa 
_ a dozen o r oo ^ 

TjJCfDIA suits against the government he took no time to look at any of the many 
file cabinets of the FBI's "HUUKHI" and related records that, as with the greater 
volume of JFIC assassination records / I make freely available to all writing in those 
fields. (He was interested when I s/jowed him how from those records he could get „ 
what load not been sequestered by court order of the FBI's wiretapping of A<i ing and |; 

Ills closer friends and he made good usooof that information^ j)< i]u ([Wtt < 

As have moat tifrlting about the iving assassination anJ^oTatec to it, (Jarrow 
took the suf e course and assumed hay's guilt# The record, which is not at all or 



in any way "widely available" proves the opposite 
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I c nductcd the infatuation for those tv/o weoks^ of evidentiary hearing 

in Mpmpl&cu Paul v aienfeLno covered that for the Post. I located and produced 

roost of the witnesses Hay's counsel used. I have the transcKLpts of those tv/o 

weeks of evidentiary hearing at which some of tho claimed official, evidence 

, (A\ 

was examined and cross^xoirdnetyTor the first and only time/" d arrow did ao t talce a 
look at tl ioi.i 0 Uor did Young or anyone else at 3CI£lor ,for the SCIAJ- 

i / e / 

Wkfit we did wit/j tliat riff icial "evidence? 1 , led the judge toehold that guilt 
or innocence were immaterial to what Has before him. il e used those word; literally. 
*^n contradiction to tli^iXsii/heluiiig evidence he denied n ay hia trial on the false 
claim tliat Hay had had the '‘effective assistance of counsel" and that although 

the pressure applied to Hay to get him to agree to a guilty pleads v/as entirely 

Jjf „ 60erc#J 

unref. i/tod, tile jud^x? held tliat Hay made his <rt ^qq^ gr plea "laiowingly and volun- 

'i’lie ®&*^ja?tRG liad already ruled that Ray Cuuld not change lawyers. Sp, as 

_ tC/M'X' WJL 

soon as Ray waa out oi' “ern^his he filed notice with that juigt£» of Ids (Spp&al. 

Under Tonnesoeo law tliat wus granted automatically for tlie first 30 days. The 
judge was on vacation. Tho day ho returned, with ^ay'o letters in front ojj him 
> and when he was v&r writing out, in longhand, what appears to have been the 
granting of Ray's motion, tho judge died of a heart attack. 
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It is unfortunate that people from the *01/11 (j extreme to Sorrow's write about 
10 y^Lng assassination uith comforting ignorance of tho official fact. 

Harold V/eisberg v 

Ploaoc o-cuse ray typing. I'm past 03 and in pre carious health that^^aits wfiat I 
can do 



